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people toyour foregone conclusion to exclude?
Suppose by your legislation you forced all
citizens who emigrated to the territories to
takes slave»aud hold them there, would you
not effectually secure and compel the adoptionof constitutions recognising and establishingslavery? So, with no less certainty,
"when you undertake to exclude slaveholders
and slaves, and to admit only citizens withoutslaves, by your legislation, by your invi,dious action, you have assured and compelled
the adoption of constitutions containing the
interdict of slavery. Nothing could more

> clearly demonstrate the injustice and unconstitutionality,oi) your own data, of the WilmotProviso and all kindred measures of exclusion,as applied to the Territories. 1 am
amazed at the inconsistency and inadequate
conception of their position displayed by the
qonorable gentleman from New Hampshire
[Mr. Hibvaud] nnd others, who acfcnowl-,
edged the obligation to admit new States,
whether slave or free, and to secure to,the
people alone entire freedom of choice as to
the institutions, and yet at the same time are
in favor of, and ready to entct, the Wilmot
Proviso. VVhy, sir, it is palpable mockery,
which covers both a wrong and an insult to
the &outh, to avow that the right of deciding
on their institutions belongs alone to the people,when called on to form States, and at
the same time, by express legislation, to excludethe property to be recognised, and to
ndmit to settlement only those who are withoutand hostile to it.

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Schenck]
confidendently asserts that the opposition of
Southern members to the admission of California,is solely because her people, in their
constitution have excluded slavery; and he
cballanges contradiction or denial. For one,
I am free to answer the gentleman without
disguise or hesitation.

There are, sir, independent of the interdictof slavery, very grave impediments to
the admission of California as she presents
herself; but th^., most conclusive. objSbtion
with me is that her people have not had the
opportunity of fairly determining as to the
institution of slavery, and its adaptation to
their circumstances and necessities, and of
unchecked election to adopt or reject it, but
have been, in effect, so dealt with and copstrainedas to have no option but to exclude
it. In violation of your own alleged principleof non-interference, and of allowance to
the people who might emigrate there fraely
to determine their own institutions, you have
refused to give them a territorial governmentwithout the odious proviso. You have
refused even to assent to the formation by
-them, freely and without bias, of a State government.You have held constantly impendingover them a positive prohibition of
slaveholders With their slaves. You have incessantlyclamored, about the existence of
Mexican laws to exclude them. You have
refused to bxtend over them the Constitution
and laws of the Uuited States, and have
withheld even the privilege of asserting, by
appeal to the courts of the Union, the invalidityof alleging obstructions, whether those
of Mexican law or of your own creation.
Having thus effectually debarred the
slaveholding citizens of the Union with their
property, and invoked all possible influences
to assure the interdict of slavery, you now
turn round, and cry out for the right of a

people, regu arly organized and authorized
to form a State, which we have always ac-

knowledge^, to determine their own institutions,and demand that we should recognise
as legitimate and conclusive the constrained
and unauthorized action of the hordes of adventurersand gold hunters of California,
whom you dignify with the name and rights
of the sovereign people. The whole thing
is barefaced, shallow trickery; and though
you may not scorn to offer it, you would despiseour silliness if we accepted it. No,
gentlemen ; if you our good faith invoke,
and rest on this right of the people, first remandCalifornia to her legitimate condition
of territorial dependence.organize and establisha proper territorial government withoutthe proviso.give, as the Constitution
entitles, to the citizens of all the States the
privileges of migration and settlement with
their property ; and then, when sufficiently
settled and authorized to constitute States,
let the people freely decide, and 1 guaranty
the cheerful acquiescence of the South in
their decision, whether it be favorable or adverseto their institutions. 1

He withdrew the amendment. \
Mr. TOOMBS renewed the (intendment, nnd i

snid the gentlemnn from Ohio had just charged t
thnt the opposition to California with her presentConstitution by the South was founded upon the janti-slavery clause in her Constitution, ana there- t

fore, in the denial of this right of a people form- 1
ing n State Constitution, to admit or exclude
slavery, Mr. T. denied the fact, and demanded
the proof. On the contrary, he asserted that the
South had uniformly held nnd maintained this
right. That in 1820, on the Missouri question,
the North denied it, but the South unanimously
affirmed it. From that day till this, the South,
through all her authorized exponents of her opin-
ions, Tins affirmed this doctrine; her legislatures,
her governors of States, her members upon this
floor; and even her primary assemblies, have all
affirmed it, and the gentleman from Ohio cannot

point to a single particle of evidence to support t

liis unfounded charge. The South can proudly t
point to her whnld political history for its repu- i
tntion. But how stands the case with the North ! »
She denied the truth of this great principle of con- f
titutional right in 1820, acquiesced in the coin- «

promise then made as long as it was to her 1
interest, and then repudiated the compromise and
reasserted her right to dictate constitutions to territoriesseeking admission into the Union. She
put her anti-slavery proviso upon Oregon, and at
the laat session of Congress, when the present
Secretary of the Navy introduced a bill to nu- \
thorire California to form a State government and
come into the Union, leaving her free to act as she
pleased upon the question of slnvery, the North
put the anti-slavery proviso upon this Stale bill. Itcnow of no Northern Whig wno voted against that
proviso. A few gentlemen of the democratic
party from the Northwest [my friend from Illinoisamong them, Mr. Richardson] boldly and
honestly struck for the right, and opjwsed it; but
they were powerless against the torrent of northemopposition. The evidence is complete; the
North repudiated this principle.and while, for
sinister and temporary purposes, they may pretendto fhvor the President's plan, which affirms
it, they will not sustain it. Tney will not find a

right place to affirm it until they gej California
into the Union, and then they will t»iw off the
mask and trample it under foot. I intend to drag
off the mask before the consummatioh of that net.
We do not oppose California on account of the
anti-slavery cfnuse in her constitution. It was
her right, and I am not even prepared to sny that
she acted unwisely in its exercise.that is her business;but I stand upon the great principle that
the South has right to an equal participation in the
territories of the United States. I claim the right
for her to enter them all with her property and
securely to enjoy it. She will divide with you if
yon wish it, hut the right to enter all or divide I
shall never surrender. In mv Judgment, thin
right, involving na it does, political equality, is
worth a thousand such Unions as we have, even
if they each were a thousand times more valuable
than this. I apeak not for othsrs, hut for myself.Deprive us of this right and appropriate this commonproperty to yourselves, it is then your government,not mine. Then I am its enemy, and I
will ihen, if! can, bring my children and my constituentsto the altar of liberty, aud like Hamilcar,
I would swsar them to eternal hostility to your,foul domination, Give us pur iust rights, and we

are ready, an ever heretofore, to stand by the
Union, every part of it, und its every interest.
Refuse it, and for one, I will strike fbr ItuUprtulriwe.
Mr. T. withdrew the amendment.
Mr. MEADE renewed the amendment, and

said, 1 wish to notice some remarks which fell
from the gentleman from Ohio. The gentleman
asks whether the South would have been in fhvor
of admitting California had she admitted slavery i
In the present heated state of the controversy, we

might nave been in ftivor of it ; but in such case,
we should have committed the same wrong as the
irpitfLmnii in niir Hrtintr T .f*t ino uttlf t\f tlio trPh-

tleman, would Jie, in huc.1i event, huve been for it?
I wish him to answer?
Mr. SCHENCK said, it would be time enough

to consider that question when it arose. He had
always recognized and, did now recognize the
perfect right of the people, when' they formed
State governments, to put in, or exclude slavery
from their constitutions, as they pleused. And
his argument in favor of the Wilmot Proviso to
the Territories whilst they were Territories,
wap, in a great measure, based upon the ground,
that if Congress gave them free institutions whilst
they were Territories, there was the more probabilitythat they would adhere to those institutionswhen they canie to legislate fbr themselves.
JJ^Mr. MEADE continued. I undertake to say,
he would not have been for her admission. Now,
sir, the truth is, if all the States were free States,
or all slave Stales, no one would have been for it;
no, not one. The objections to her admission
would have been too glaring. Her great extent of
sea coast.her immense size.her utter unfitness
fer being a State.the feet that those who made
her constitution were non-residents. They had
not arrived in the country more than two or three
months before they were by some means made
members of a convention ; and, having made a

constitution to govern others; they have left the
country; to which ihey went merely to fill their
pockets with pearls. Their Representatives have
only coma bnclt to their homes and families ; and
it is well known that one-half of this territory is
now anxious to be made a territory of, and the
[ptherwould, but for,certain influences. Were
she a State to-morrow, she would not support her
government.
The gentleipan from New Jersey, [Mr. Van

Dtke,] assigns reasons for voting against this
amendment pernicious to, and utterly at war with,
wholesome legislation. To almost every bill, importantamendments are offered, and its friends
have the right, to perfect those amendments beforethe vote is put.Mr. M. withdrew the amendment.
Mr. GIDDINOS renewed the amendment. He

said he had been willing to abstain from the discussionof this question for the past three or four
months, from the conviction that the time fer talkinghad gone by, and the time fqr action had arrivalru Initf lippn inditppfl tn imrp mrrplv fnr
the purpose of expressing his dissent from the
opinion thrown out, that northern men do not object.tothe admission of more slave States. It
would be understood by all that if a slave State he
admitted, she must come into the Union with her
slave representation, by which the freemen of such
State would have a voice, in the election of President,Vice President, members of Congress, and
in the conducting of this Federal Government, in
proportion to the number of slaves which they
nold in bondage. That is to say* that for every
five slaves they will increase the influence of the
slaveholder to the extent of three freemen.
This power is exercised in favor of slavery and

oppression, against freedom and the rights of man.
The power of the slaveholders.of the freemen of
such State, is thus increased over and beyond the
freemen of the northern States. He regarded thiH
inequality as disgraceful to the freemen of the
North. His constituents regarded such a propositionas unjust and degrading to northern freemen.
He had seen honorable members from Illinois,

and from Pennsylvania, suite that thpy were willingto go into a union with new slave States uponsuch terniH. Gentlemen had told us, that tfieir
constituents were willing to go into such a union,
upon such terms; in other words, their constituentswere willing to he thus degraded.
To this degradation ofNorthern freemen he was

opposed. He saw neither justice nor projirioty in
it. He, for one, would oppose it; his constituents
would oppose it. He felt himself as worthy of
moral and political influonre as he wonld be if
a hundred slaves bowed beneath his lash. His
constituents treated such a proposition with contempt.They will never consent to go into a
union with New Mexico, upon terms by which
the owner of a hundred slaves in the mines of
that country shall hold an influence equal to sixty
of our intelligent fqr/--"rH and mechanics. They
will never yield their opposition to a propositionso dishonorable to freemen and to humanity.
Mr. G. withdrew the amendment.
Mr. EWING renewed it. He said the vote on

this amendment has now become a matter of vital
importance. So long as it was opposed by the
main body of the North solely on the ground of
its impracticability and abstract character, it producedno serious anxiety in my mind; hut, sir,
when the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Schenck,]
who belongs to the Whig party, and boasts that
he does not belong to the Abolitionists, refuses to
answer whether he will ever vote for the admissionof a slave State, and says he is in favor of
applying the principle of restriction of slavery
over the Territories until their admission, so as
to prevent the possibility of slavery, the question
assumes a different aspect. The people of Tennessee,sir, have been, and are now, in favor of
the principles of the Compromise hill. They are
now moving unanimously and harmoniously in
its favor. They sought, almost alone, to nave
its propriety recognized in the Southern Convention.They are essentially for harmony, conciliation,and union. I, sir, have supported this
measure on this floor; but it is time now to under-
stand itic ixortn, uetore we commit ourselves irrevocablyto this adjustment. We wish not to '

misunderstand or be misunderstood; we do not *

.visli tlie concessions of that bill, like Dead Sea 1

ruit, "to turn to ashes on our lips," 1

The principle of non-intervention in the Com-
mmuse Bill means, that upon the application of
he Territories for admission as States, thoy shall
:>e free to enter the Union either as free or slave
States, as they may determine. If this is not so,
und hereafter, when the Compromise bill has
wrought its work in its other provisions, that we
are then to have a death struggle for our rights
under it, then, sir, all adjustment is useless and
worse than idle. We were warned the other day
that when Mexican territory was about to be acquired,the South was duly notified that if ever
admitted as States into the Union, 'they must
come in as free. Now I want no more such notifications;or if made, we wish them plated upon
the recorth If no imtre slave Stutes can be receivedinto our Union, then the contest is over,
Jie door of conciliation is closed, and you drive
is from your doors, although we retire in the
leepest sorrow at the unfortunate result. I would
bin hope that this declaration will not be made,
tnd in that strong and earnest faith, call upon the
North to support this amendment and rescue us
from impending danger.
Mr. h.. withdrew the amendment.
Mr. WILLIAMS renewed the amendment. Do

stentleinen (said he) understand the sentiment of
the North in reference to this subject ? The voice
of the North speaks trumpet-tongued against compromise.They wish to run California through,
unconnected with the territories, and to defeat
the Compromise bill of the Senate.that is the1
object. They are fighting under a masked lottery;they go for the President's plan, and more,
too; they go even beyond it. Wjjen they shall
have carried the admission of California, tliev will
be ready for a stampede, and will r«n over all
plans of compromise.that is their o'hject. A
gentleman the other day stated that their object
was to prevent action here, so as to defeat the
action of the Senate. For one, I should be glad
to see the two 4'stingnished leaders, the leaders
of the two .grent purties, under our American
system, who are now strtiggling to adjust this
question, bring their labors to a successful issue.
But we are called on here (o sit silent, undoubtedly,though not avowedly, for the express purposeof defeating the compromise, and leaving all
these agitating questions open.

1 am willing, for one, it' it he so desired, that
this House shall not act until the Senate decide
upon the question. There is plenty of legislation
w ith which we can he engaged. The fiscal yearis about to end, nnd there are appropriation hills
to be jmssed, and which ought to be passed,before the first day of July. Let ua piss them,
and then if the Senate fail to adopt a plan of
adjustment which will meet the approbation of
this House, for one, I shall he willing to cease
my opposition, and co-operate in the adoption of
measures for the admission of California. But
when 1 understand that the avowed object of the
friends of Califbrnia is to procrastinate action
here, in order to defeat the compromise of the
Senate, I cannot consent to aid in any such purpose.Will gentlemen of the North permit an
abstraction, an idea, nil assumed sympathy, to
i^erride the Appropriation lulls? And for what
purpose? For the purpose of getting the President'splan, when everybody knows that the

majority of the people of the North are willing to
ride rough-shod over the South. You do not intendthut they shell have even a sugar-plum.
You are not willing to give us a vote even on an

abstraction, a proposition which can have no

practical hearing. You are afraid even to let us

have a vote upon such a proposition. You have
raised the feeling of the North to such a pitch that
you cower before it.
Mr. ROOT made a remark which was not

heard by the reporter.Mr. WILLIAMS. I make these remarks, sir,
in order that the country may understand that
while the friends of California from the South,
are flir a manly and straightforward course, the
iv i_ :~ a., xr it a:~
iriemiH 01 V/tiiiiuriiin, ifi uie iiurm, nre iur uw

guising their object, and defeating the compromise
of the Senate by holding forth to the world that
they are in favor of proceeding with the ordinary
measures of legislation. Why, gentlemen, you
have plenty of work to do, if you will do it; but
you refuse to take up the private calendar: then
why not go 011 with the Appropriation bills?
He withdrew the amendment.
Mr. CASEY renewed it. 1 confess (said Mr.

C.) that 1 dojiot exactly understand what would
be the effect of the amendment that has been offeredby the gentleman from Alabumn. And 1
ask leave to inquire of the gentleman, whether his
proposition is intended to apply to all the territoriesacquircdby thetrenty ofGuadalupe Hidqjgo,or
whether it intended to apply merely to the territoriesembraced in the umendnaent offered by the
gentleman from Missouri?
Mr. INGE. Tlte proposition is confined expresslyto the territories embraced in the amendmentof the gentleman from Missouri. It has no

reference to any other. s.

Mr. CASEY. I am in favor of the principle;
but if that is the intention and view with which
the amendment is offered, lam opposed to it.
Mr. INGE. I will say that ine principle is

true in its application to all the territories.
Mr. CASEY. If it is made to apply to all, I

will vote for the proposition; and I take Occasion
to say, in my place, thut if California had come
here with a recognition of slavery in her constitution,I should have voted for her admission, if
there were 110 other objection. I said so the other
day, in answer to the gentleman from Kentucky;
1 said that if New Mexico comes here recognising
slavery in her Constitution, I will vote for her
admission. I am not to be deterred from the assertionof a principle, by an appeal to my constituents,anywhere. I have avowed myself here,
and at home, and everywhere, against ultrnism.
I do not go with gentlemen of the South in their
ultrnism, nor do I go with gentlemen of the North
in their ultrnism, No. sir : ,

"The hand of Douglass is his own
And never shall in friendship clasp
The hand of such as Marnuon grasp."

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania,'renewed the
amendment. He was somewhat puzzled, he said,
to know iiow to vote upon this question. At
first he had not much douut about it, out since two
of his distinguished colleagues had gone, and
since he found that the gentleman from Delaware
was going with the South, he was quite frightened
forhedid not know what would be theconsequence,
if disunion should take place nnd they should bo
against us. He hoped the gentlemen would retract,
nnd let lis act fairly and loave ut least donbtftil ques-
tion where the gentleman from Delaware wan for
leaving litem, with the people themselves, But,
seriously, he could not support this amendment,
and he did not want tp hold out the idea to the
South, for he deaired to deal frankly even if offensivelywith them. He was not willing to hold
ou^ the idea to the South that he believed that any
considerable portion of the North were in ftivor of
the principle of thia amendment, for he did not
believe it was the case, And lie believed they
would find, however much they might be inclined
to lay the flattering unction to their souls now,
what had been demonstrated to-day by the gentlemanfrom Now Jersey and others to be true,
that when the occasion copies, although as the
gentleman had well said, they would not be here
themselves, they would find successors who held
no such principles. He believed it was the settledpurpose of a vast majority of the North that
110 new slave Butten should be admitted into the
Union out of the territory that was now free.
Let gentlemen make this the teat of their policy;let it go to the country that this was a test question.thoughhe did not believe it was.and he
would usk no batter test, lie would ask 110 better
platform to stand upon, But there was another
Kind of principle wliich lve thought ought to governthem, and it was this: when the Constitution
was formed, the slave States then in the Union
were allowed to have their slave property represented,five slayes coupling equal to three freemen.It was said then to bp eyidontly unjust,unless other kinds of property were 'permuted
also to he represented; but there was nothing in
the Constitution which required that this'privilege
should be extended to new States; yet it appearedthat some of the .Representatives of tlie free
Stutes were ready and willing now to admit new
slave States, and to extend to them this principle,
although the Constitution did not require it.
They were willing that in all the new Suites one
mail am) five slaves should have as many votes as
four of their froe constituents. He understood
his respected colieugue front kugorpe and his respectedcolleague from Union county, ns being
willing to give to five slaves and their master, in
the new States, ns many votes as four of their
white constituents 'were entitled to. Let this fact
go to their constituents.
Mr. WILLIAMS made a remark which did

not reach the eur of the reporter.
Mr. STEVENS said he did not intend to mis
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would be the eflect of admitting new Stutes in
wliich the institution of slavery prevailed. Every
new Suite where slavery existed would be entitled
to a representation in the Federal Congress, based t

upon slave representation in the proportion of five f

slaves for three freemen ; and the people of the '

>I(| Connecticut Reserve, and the honest yeomanry t

>f the Union, were to be balanced against a slave I

epresentation in that way. He, for one, could
tever agree to nny such doctrine. The Constitu-
don did not recjui.e it; and by the Constitution he
would abide.
He withdrew the amendment,
Mr. ROBINSON renewed the amendment. He

said that Congress had now been in session more
than six months, the ordinary length of a long
session, vet it had absolutely done nothing in the
way of the transaction of the important publicbusiness which ought to receive its attention.
Both Iiousen have with slight exception, been
exclusively engaged in delating questions connectedwith the admission of California, the territories,and slavery.

Ill this House, we have had the President's Californiamessage before us for over four months,
and over a mouth ago we voted to stop the debate
on Tuesday last, so as to cense talking and commenceacting. In all this time, I have forborne to

say one word upon nny of these subjects, as 1
preferred to show my faith by my acts rather than
by professions. I have been ready and anxious
to vote, but not to speak, and no one who has
either heard or rend the speeches that have been
made can fail to conclude, that however able, and
eloquent, and patriotic many of them have been,
taken as a whole, they have done infinitely more
harm than good, by tending, ng they have, to exciteand inflame the public mind, but for which
the country would he tranquil and happy. Believingthis, I say, I have foregone nny dispositionI have hud to mingle in these discussions,
even at the risk of being misrepresented and assailed,as I have been at borne. It is the conclusion,I find, of many persons, that a memher of
Congress must needs speak upon every subject
that comes up, or be set down as of no account
whatever ; yet if he does do so, he subjects himselfto the just censure of the same class of men for
thus delaying the public business.

I have been ready and anxious to vote for the
separate admission of California from the first
moment she presented us her constitution. I^ftp

loot, n.illin,, .....I ,1 I...... u

emments to New Mexico nnd Utah.in short, of
action upon nil these questions, each hy itself.
Action, not talking, is whnt the people demand of
un, nnd almost any kind of notion is better than
the miserable no-action policy recommended to ua

by the President.
But, my one object 1 had in rising at this time

is, to call the attention of the people to the spectaclewe are now exhibiting. We resolved, over
a month ago, that we would stop this debate last
Tuesday. It was thought five months and more
was quite time enough to debate one subject.
Under our rules, however, after the regular debatecenses, a member can move an amendment,
and is allowed five niiiiutes to explain it. Availingthemselves of this, we find that one amendmentis moved, the member moving making a

speech thereon, withdraws it, and hia'friend who
next gets the floor renews it, nnd so on to the end.
Thus, instead of closing debate, it appears we
have renewed it 111 another form, likely to prove
far more acrimonious and unprofitable than under
the hour rule. Now, that those who oppose the
admission of California should seek to ingraft
amendments upon the bill, nnd otherwise embarrassits passage, is natural, and perhaps notnnfair
or improper. But, that thoae who chuut to be

0
\

leaders, exclusive friends of California, should, as (
has been the case, contribute also by their motions 1
and speeches to delay action on this subject, is t

past my comprehension. For be it known every- J
where, that the South alone is not re.i|>onsible tor |all these motions and delays for three days past, t

Let any man look over the debate, and he will I
find that, though southern gentlemen have made
more speeches, yet you will find that northern gentlemen,who will have California alone, if we he- t
lieve their professions, and nothing else, have fur- t
nished most unnecessarily and unwisely the text |for these speeches. The country cannot fail to >

see that all such motions and speeches are out of t

place and suicidal on the part of those who desire t
to bring the House to a vote on this question, and <
1 have used five minutes to invite attention to i
the fact. t
A word as to the amendment now under con- jsideration, a vote upon which' hus so strangely i

excited some gentlemen in the South. I have e

rarely heard it questioned by any one, that the «

people, in forming a Hlaie constitution, have t
not a right to cio as they please in reference to f
slavery, and that no objection can rightfully be f
made against their admission into the Union, let i

them decide it as they may. And surely Whigs 1
of the North who advocate the President's plan, 1
must admit this, for he urges no action by the t
Government, in order to let the people do this <;

very thing. 1
He withdrew the amendment. f
Mr. VINTON renewed the amendment. He \

said he should vote against the proposition, and t
also against the one which his colleague had given t
notice that he should offer. What was the pro- «

position ? It was, that if any Stnte hereafter u

formed a constitution which permitted or recogni- 1

7.ed slavery, this should he no obstacle to its t
admission into the Union. Take (said Mr. V.) t
the first of these alternatives.for 1 supposf the n

meaning is that it constitutes no constitutional or t
legal objection against their admission.take the i
first of these alternatives that it shall be no oL^ec- 1
tion to the ndmission of a State into the-Union <
that it comes with a constitution that excludes f
slavery. Why, sir; I want no such affirmation i
as thai. Already, sir, since the adoption of this i

constitution, seven States huve come into the 1
Union with such a provision in their constitutions, t
and a greater number have come in with consti- 1

tulions admitting slavery. If there is anything 1
that is settled more indisputably than another 1
it is that there is no constitutional or (egal objec- i
jection to the admission of a Suite on tne ground
that slavery is excluded. I am not for affirming i
a proposition that is undisputed. The very act ]
of proposing to affirm it implies that it is uispu- i
table ; and I shall not vote to throw a doubt upon
a proposition that is more firmly settled in the
history of this Government than any other perhapsthat can be named. Asa Southern man, I
would not vole fbr the proposition, and as a Northernman I *vill nor. I do not wish any such pro- '

position made. There is no doubt about the fact,
and therefore I am not for voting for it. The
w.hole thing is neither more nor loss than a waste
of time ; it is perfectly idle, it is a matter that
would lie more appropriate in a debating club.
there is nothing in it that pertains to legislation,
Wesire supposed to be engaged in the business of
legislation, but this proposition is not legislation,
it does not pHrtaks of the character of legislation ;

to u mure cu'nimuiiuii WHICH upilUJlUf XMIUlluy UI1U
amount* to nothing, That is my objection. i

lie withdrew the amendment, t
1 am in fnvor of the Presfdent's plan, which the 1

gentlenmn front Tennessee hus alluded to. I tell !
him, air, that I am not afraid to assert the princi- <

pie embraced in that plan, I am not afrnid to as- f
aert it here, or anywnere ; not us applied to Cali- I
forniaj because I am opposed to the dismembering j
of California. I am in favor of her admission as t
she stands, with her constitution as it is, and s
her boundary as it has been fixed by her; I f
ant in ftivor of Iter admission without umendment t
to her constitution, and without restriction or I
limit to her boundary, othpr than that embraced i
in her constitution. But I say the principle itself 1
I am fhvor of; and I talce occasion to say now, a
that it is on the President's plan. If you leave it j
to the people, if you refer the question to the r

people of tlie territories for their arbitrament and s

decision, you must abide by that decision, fc
Mr. INGE, (the floor being temporarily yield- o

ad') said he understood the gentleman from Penn- o

sylya>Ma to pvplain the President's plan as ber S
ing opposed to the proposition which lie had I
submitted., S
Mr. CASEY, (resuming.) No, sir, I say that r

the principle embraced in the proposition of the ti
gentleman, though not as applied to California, is pthe correct doctrine; it is the substratum, the 1
foundation upon which our government i» based, *

and upon which all free goverhments rest for their a

support. I say, if you refer 'the settlement of
questious of principle which are to govern a a
certain people to those people, you are bound by [their decision.you cannot go beyond it, You fi
might as well refer to a judicial tribunal tbe set- b
tlement of a dispute, and suppose that you are v
bound by the decision if it be in your fuvo;, and v
are at liberty to reject it if it is against you- tl

I withdraw the amendment. u
Mr, HOUSTON renewed it, I have listened a

(said Mr. H.) with infinite pleasure to the remarks a
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I am hapfiy tl
to find, sir, that at least one of the sons of that h
noblp and gallant State which lips west of the lit- ptie State wmch 1 have the honor In part to repre- p
sent, who is about to support me in the position t]
which I have alwdys occupied upon the question
now before the committee. I was one of those, a
sir, who voted.and I did so most cordially.forthe amendment that was submitted by the gentle-- tl
man from Kentucky. I voted for it, not with the J>
view to embarrass the bill, for such would not be u
its effect, but I voted fork, sir, as a great cardinal tl
republican principle, upon whicli I am not only ir
tviiiing 10 risa my political existence, Out my lite; tl
ind, it' it be necessary, this Union itself; for I see, pilir, it is to come to the issue which lias been pre- w
tented here yesterday nnd the day before and
o-day.to tlie question of disunion.of dissolu- ii
Lion.and nothing can prevent it. And, sir, when d
that day arrives, and tlie issue is made up, I will fi
now thne occasion to say to gentlemen from all o
sections of the country, that the blue stream which
winds its courso within sight of this Capitol will tl
bo the dividing limit; but, sir, on the ncautiful ti
banks of fhe Delaware, where the loudest roar of a<
the Revolution was heard, anil its severest shock qfelt, there we will l>o found f.o stnnd firtq against ti
those who dare to make dishonorable terms to any ir
portion of this country. v

I, sir, am in favor of the admission of Califor- tl
niaas a single, a naked question. I am in favor g
of the President's plan, and I understand the tl
President's plan to be precisely as it has been de- \
monstrated by the gontlergan fVom Pennsylvania, pThe President leaves it to the people of the terri- tl
lories, when they eonie forward and ask admission tl
into the Union, to settle the question; and so help si
me Heaven, if there he a man here or elsewhere, 1)
who means to deny this sovereign and republican
right, I am against him to the death. Let the it
issue come, then, and we shall be ready to meet it. n
Now, I vote fl>r these amendments, because ii

they contain a principle which 1 cordially approve, n
I am in favor of the admission of California, he- n
cause I believe the people of that State have
voluntarily excluded slavery. If the people of
New Mexico should prefer voluntarily to adopt it, a

they shall be admitted if it be in my power to securetheir admission. If they are to be excluded b
on that ground alone, the Union is at an end.
And there is the last of admissions and the last of nexclusions. t]These are the sentiments whieli I have enter- (ltained, and they are the sentiments which my .
vote and my course here will be governed. And v.

every one who differs with me upon this question nwill find that 1 shall not desert from the principle jwhich I have here avowed. I sympathize not
wnn me extreme porlioji or either section of the |(
country, I do not entertain the opinions which p
ninny gentlemen here, from the South nnd from
the North, linve expressed, but 1 look upon this ,,
as n question for the people themselves to settle, jwhen they come forward nnd nsk admission into t;the Union; and no man has n right to object to Ttheir decision. .He withdrew the amendment. *

),
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, renewed the s

amendment, and said : I wish, Mr. Chairman, to n
nut a question to the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. a

Vintov,] who has just taken his seat. I wish to
know if he JwouM vote for the admission of a S
Stnte into the Union with a constitution recogniiirtgAfrican slavery? He has just said that there a
could be no legal or constitutional objection to the o
admission of such a State ; but there might be
some " sentimental " objection. We have heard o

strange doctrines lately.we have heard of prin- p
c.iples and sentiments higher than the law, and o

carrying obligations stronger thnn the Constitu- h
tion. It is useless for the gentleman to tell me
that there could be no legal or constitutional objee- t<
tion to the admission of a slave Slate into the ii
Union. That 1 know quite well. And it is w

equally useless for him to tell me what has been g
the past history of the country on this subject: k

that I also know quite well. But I know like- si

wise, that there is a party in the North who aver z
that there shall he no more slave States, notwith- U
standing there is no legnl or constitutional objee- ti
tious to their ndnusaioii ; and 1 want to know if r<

he gentleman froqn Ohio belong* to that party.
therefWe nut the question directly to him, and

isk him if lie would vote for the admission of u

State Willi a constitution recognizing slavery? I
>ut the question to him, and I want him to aniwerit here, in the presence of this House, and
»efore the American people. I pause for a reply.
Several Voices. He is silent.
Yes, (continued Mr. S.,) the gentleman is

lilenl. 1 call upon the House and the country to
iote the import of that silence. If the amendment
imposed he such a bare abstraction as he reprelenLsit, why does he not resiwnd to my plain, but
lirect question? I am hound to infer, sir, that he
vould not vote to admit a State, if the people in
my of our territories should form a constitution
.;.i. ..i_....... A ...i i .... i.. .1.I,,

liing of all those other gentlemen around me, who
irofess to l>e for the President's plan, as they call
t. That plan, I am bound to believe, wan underitoodby the President to be nothing but the
tdoplion of the principles of this amendment fbr
he territories. That principle is, to let the peopledecide this question for themselves when they
brm a Stateconstititutidh; and yet, strange to say,
mly two gentleman of the Wnig party from the
Vorth, [Mr. Butler and Mr. Casey,] both of
Pennsylvania, have this day risen and declared on
his floor, that they would stand by that plan in
food faith. I call the especial attention of the
House and the country to this ftict; and I ask any
air and candid man, if my colleague [Mr. ToombiI
vas not right the other day, when he charged
ipon members of /his House who had prftended
o espouse that plan, for the purposes of fraud
ind deception? You curyiot escape from it. You
ire for the plan only so far as it suits your interest,
fou will let the people settle the question, providedthey settle it your way, but ir they do not,
hen you will reject their application to be admitted
is States. Sir, I want this House purged uponhis question. 1 want no equivocation, 110 evasion,
10 dodging, and,no skulking. If you are for the
President's plan if you are in favor of leaving this
piestion fbr the people, nntrammeled, to decide
or themselves, have the manliness to say so; and
f you are not, don't show the pusillanimity of
ittempting by fraudulent practices to make peoplejelieve that you are when you are not. I intend
.0 speak plainly to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr.
Linton.1 He cannot deceive me in this rnattqf.
How did he vote on the bill introduced last session
iy the present Secretary of the'Navy, to allow
he people of California to form a constitution for
themselves uiitrammeled. by Congress. That was
die President's plan. Was he then for it, or was'
lie for loading it with the proviso? Let him
tnswer ine.
Mr. VINTON inteqioped and said, he did not

vote upon it at all.he was in the chair.
Mr. STEPHENS continued; yes, sir, 1 know

that. But was he for the bill? Would he have
voted lbr it if die hud been out of the clinir? Or
would he vote for a similar bill now, t\>r the other
territories? That in the question I put to him,
tnd he is again silent. Now, sir, I ask is this
fairTIealing, and do gentlemen really think they
ran humbug me, and bamboozle the country in
this way by their pretending that their opposition
to this amendment is for no other reason tlinn
lecause it is an abstraction, thrown-in to embarrass
the admission of Calfornia?
One word, sir, in reply to another gentleman

'mm Ohio,[Mr. Gmmxcs,] w ho comes out boldly,md declares his opposition to the admission of
my moro slave States, He says, that those
lorthern gentlemen who are willing to allow slave
States to be admitted, are for putting their free
onstitutenta of the. North on a footing with
louthcrn slaves. I deny it. I join issue with
tint upon the fact. I say that his assertion is
groundless and gratuitous. I have heard a greatleal upon this floor about the political power
iccureu to the South on account of the twoifthrepresentation. That gentleman has just said
hat one man with one thousand slaves in New
tdexico, would have as much power in this Gofernment,as six hundred freemen of the North,
deny the flict, A froeqian in Pennsylvania and
freeman in Ohio, has as much influence and

lower in this Government under our Constitution,
10 a freeman has in Georgia, Virginia, orany other
lave State. And a freeman in any one of those
States with a thousand slaves, has no more power
ir influence, has no more privileges, immunities
t franchises under the Constitution of the United
Itntes, than a freeman in the freest State of this
Jjiion has. Thin whole argument against the
touth oq account of the two.flfth reprssentation
ests upon assumptions which are unjuHtand un- J
rue. Instead of giving the South additional
lower, it is actually restrictive of her power,
['his
"(Here the hammer fell.) Mr. S. withdrew the
mendment. i
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, renewed the
mendment. He said, the gentleman from Ohio
Mr. Vinton] says that the proposition now be-
?re the committee is one about which there can
e no controversy.that it is settle-^and that he
rill not throw doubt upon such a proposition by I
oting for it. Does the gentleman, then, desire to
[trow light upon it by vhting against it ? Now, I
iiuciaiuuu uic i;ciiuuiimu wuc wucn lie won

sked whethor he had voted for the admission of
slavoholding State, or whether he would vote for
ne admission of such a State hereafter. I under-
tood the gentleman, by his silence, to nssumo this
osition : that he would not vote as a question of
olicy.not upon legal or constitutional grounds.
tiat he had committed himself not to vote
Mr. VINTON. The gentleman has no right to

ssert anv such understanding,
Mr. STANTON.' Why, then, did,not the genemananswer when the question was put to him?
low, I understand that tlie Legislatures«of four>enof the Northern States have declared against
le admission hereafter of any slaveholding State
ito the Union. Th's if the sum and substance.
tis is the gist of the whole question. This is the
ivot upon which it turns.tiiis is the pivot upon
hio.h this Union is balanced
Mr, DUNCAN intorposed, and (Mr. S. yieldtgthe floor) was understood to suggest that the
eclaration of those Legislatures had been qualiedso far as to make it applicable to States raa^j
lit of territory now free. v

Mr. STANTON, (resuming.") I know that
ic non-slaveholding States have flagged the ques011,by assuming that the Territories recently
cquired from Mexico are free; hut when the
uestion comes to a vote here, their llepresentaveshave iuvariably considered it necessary to
lipose upon those Territories the Wilmot Proiso,which, if their doctrine had been true, or if
ley themselves believed it to be true, was aitoetuerunnecessary. I can well conceive how
ipse gentlemen who always voted against the
Vilmot Proviso, can consistently vote for the promotionsbefore the committee. I honor those genemenwho uniforinily maintain the princijile in
lat Proviso, and, at the same time, declares liimelfin favor of that proposition, I say I am unaleto comprehend the consistency of nis position.
Mr. BISSELL (interposing, and Mr. S. yieldigthe floor) said, did I understand the gentlernnto assert, that ftmrteen of the non-slaveholdigStates had passed resolutions declaring that
o shareholding Statts should hereafter be ad-

Mr. STANTON. I understand so. '

Mr. BISSELL. The gentleman is mistaken.
ltogether mistaken. i
Mr. STANTON. If I am so, I am happy to <

c corrected. I withdraw the amendment.
Mr. CLINGMAN renewed the amendment,
nd said that it was his remark that had induced '

lie gentleman from Tennessee to sny that four-
pen of the States had so decided. Being nware,
aid he, that a large number of the Northern
hates had through their Legislatures declared that
io more slave States should be admitted into the '

Jnion ; and being in doubt as to the precise num-
ier that had so declared, made an enquiry of the
earned gentle from Massachusetts [Mr. ManV,]
iccause (Vom that gentleman's position on the
uestion, I supposed him better informed than
ayself. It wan upon his statement that fourteen
Northern States had so pronounced, that I gave
he information to my friend from Tennessee, [a
oir.e."The gentlerann is mistaken."] There
uny he a mistake as to the precise number that
ift-ve so pronounced. We have all, he continued,
een the resolutions of Massachusetts, Ver-
iiont nnd other States. All New England has
0 decided. j
Mr. FULLER. There is one exception, The <

Itate of Maine passed no such resolutions.
Mr. CLINGMAN resumed. jVInine then was

n exception. How had it been with the State
f New York. Had she made or similar decision?
Mr. JOHN A. KING said that the resolutions <

f the State Legislature of New York declare op- i

ositiou to the admission of slave States formed i

ut of terrjtory now fVeo ; and he read the rcso- i

itions oil the subject passed at the last session. <

Mr. CLINGMAN. The limitation amounts t
1 nothing, for they deny the right of the people 1
ihahiting the Territory to decide Air themselves, t
hen they make a Slate constitution. It is no (
ratification to the Northern States for them to i

ay that the Territory had formerly been free, <
nice the "rent principle in issue was that the citi- e
ens should have the ahsoluflpghl either to es- I
ihlish or exclude slavery byrneir Slate constitu- i
on. Pennsylvania, I am told, has not passed such t
"solutions, and is therefore another exception,

#
»

9

Without got"# through the States, however, it is 1
sufficient for me to say, that avast migoriry ofthe
Northern States have by legislative resolves de-
flared that 110 more slave Stales shall be admitted
into this Union. i
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, said that al-

most all the lYee States had passed resolutions in
fhvor of the Wiluiot Proviso, which was the same
thing.
Mr. CLINGMAN said he knew that. It is

also true that the Wilniot Proviso has been passed
by large majorities through this House, at three
or fl>ur sessions of Congress. There can be no

stronger case than that of California herself.
When at the last session of Congress a bill was
under consideration to authorise her citizens to
form a State constitution, a motion was made and
carried, requiring her, before ahe should he admilted,to incorporate the Wilraot Proviso in her
constitution. This proposition was supportedand carried by the entire body of thf Northern
members. Tnere-may have been exceptions but
they were very few, Ibr I well recollect that
tiie majority was a very decisive one, aud against
the whole Southern vote, and as a consequence the
bill thus amended did not get one solitary vote
either from the XVprlh or the South. Many of
of the inhabitants of California were intelligentAmericana who understood the condition of things
here as well as we did ourselves. They understoodmoat clearly that the only way in which
California could get into the Union, was by so

framing her constitution aa to exclude slavery.
Mr. CARTTER was recognized, and yieldedthe floor, for explanation, to
Mr. CASEY who merely wished to say, in answerto the declaration of his colleague, [Mr. Stkvenh,]that he wanted it to go out to hia (Mr.

C.'a> constituents, that he (Mr. C.) would giveas
much power to a slaveholder owning five negroes
as four of his constituents hud.that he (Mr. C.)
denied the principle in toto. The representation
was not of the slaveholder, but of the negroes
themselves, and a slaveholder in New Mexico,
even if he owned fifty slaves, would only have
the same vote as oue of hi* constituents.
He would return his colleague's compliment bysaying thut he wished it to go out to the thirteen

or fourteen thousand Whigs of Lancaster county,who voted for'General Taylor, that, although his
colleague [Mr. Stevens] had made three or four
speeches, lie had not said a word in lhvor of the
eminently statesmanlike and patriotic plan of the
Administration for the settlement of this great
question.
Mr. CARTTER resumed, and said he had not

obtained the floor for the purpose of making a

speech, hut bringing the amendment to a vote.
Mr. McCLERNAND. I wish to know whether

the amendment is under the control of the gentlemanfrom Ohio?
Mr, CARTTER. ,1 don't withdraw it whether

it is or not.
After some conversation on the point of order.

it appearing that Mr. Carttkr had not renewed
the amendment, and
Mr. GORMAN rising and addressing the Chair,

and renewing the amendment.
The floor was given to the latter gentleman^
Mr. GORMAN said: Mr. Chairman, I had not

intended to have said anything upon this subject.I thought it the best policy for those who, actingwith nte, were in favor of the admission of California,to have remained silent; hut some remarks
which have fallen from the Whig side of this
House, 1 think, should not go unnoticed. The
gentleman front Ohio [Mr. Sciicnck] was in ftivor
of applying the Wilmot Proviso to our Territories,
and thereby keep them free, while Congress hud
the power, as he conceived, to legislate for them,
and that when they were ready to form their own
constitution and ask for admission into the Union,
they surely would then prohibit slavery. This,
sir, is Buying substantially, that he will not' consentto vote for the admission of any State into,
the Union unless it prohibits slavery.Gentlemen are opposed to African slavery, and
have agitated the subject here; and elsewhere, until*
the very Union itself is now endangered and seriouslythreatened with dissolution. They never
tliinlr tl,nt l.v tl.o.
white freemen slaves, and compel them, without
letting them be heard,>to take such institutions as
the gentleman from Ohio and his coadjutors would
impose upon them.

Sir, I hold no political communion with any
party who refttue to trust the people to mould their
institutions to their own liking. That party which
refuses to trust the people with political power, is
unfit and unworthy, politically, to be trusted
themselves.
The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Vinton,] distinguishedfor his long and able services, says

that it is no objection to the admission of a State
into the Union that she establishes or prohibits
slavery; yet he Btudioualy uvoids answering the
question put to him by the gentleman from
Itcorgia, [Mr. Toombs,] and the gentleman from
Tennessee, [Mr. Stanton,] whether lie would now
vote to ndmit sC slave State into tlie Union? The
gentleman fVem Pennsylvania [Mr. Stevens] saysit is the settled determination of a lurgfc majority
of the North, that no more slave States shall be
admitted into this Union. The gentleman from
Ohio, [Mr. Giddingd,] solemnly, in his place,
declares that such is the determination of his con-
stituents and of the people generally of the North.
This may be true with the Whig party, with
whom those gentlemen act. Sir, the Whig partyof the North have echoed the Frec-Soil-Abolition
sentiment, to wit: "No more slave States to be
Admitted into the Union," with n few honorable
exceptions, and those exceptions, too, chiefly
confined to the Northwest.

Sir, the Constitution we have sworn to support,
Uld that we are solemnly bound to observe and
maintain, declares that "new States may be ad-
nilted by the Congress into this Union," with
nit one qualification, viz.: that her Constitution <

shall be admitted into the Union, unless her Con- <

stitution prohibits slavery, is anti-republican. 1

contrary to the genius of our institutions, and a 1
iriolation of the sovereign rights of freemen, and
i vital stab at the equality and rights, of the
States. You want negroes to be free? but you
kvunt to mnkc slaves of white American citizens,
[f the freemen of the territories are capable of
modeling their institutions for the government of
lie domestic relations between husband and wife,
parent and child, guardians and ward, they must
ae, and they are, capable of regulating the rela:ionof master and servant.

Sir, ft distinguished gentleman in the other end
if the Capitol, who, not long since, bore the banner
>f the Whig party in the great Empire State, and
:o whom the whole Whig party of the North did
aomage, has proclaimed that there is " a powerhigher than tne Constitution.," Sir, If we are to
tit still, and see encroachments upon that sacred
.instrument made day after day, hour after hour,
and month after month, until it is torn to pieces
ay the ruthless hand of agitators, we had as well
jive up our Union at once: Sir, if the gentlemanirohi Ohio [Mr. Sciienck] will stand upon the
ioctrine of the present Chief Magistrate, in regardto the right of the people to form constitu:ionsfor themselves, I will give him my hand ;
ind, so far as that point is concerned, welcome
aim into the Democratic ranjts. But there are
aut few Whigs in the Northern States who can
stand up boldly on this floor, and proclaim that
they would vote, to-day, to admit a slave State
into this Union that had been formed by the iniependentvotes of independent freemen. For,
sir, when they return home they would be met
by their former declarations, that no more slave
Slates should he admitted into this Union formed
aut of territory now free. Since the present Chief
Magistrate has repudiated that declaration in his
message now before the crtmmittee, some gentlemenare beginning to hesitate, "squirm, back
jut, and apologize, rather than to seem to reftise
:o follow the hand of power and patronage, and
ay this cry, the Whigs, with the aid of Free-Soil
A.bolitionists, have beaten down and destroyed
many of our best Democrats, who dared to stand
;>y the Constitution and the rights of the people, *
io settle this question for themselves. 1

Mr. THOMAS moved that the committee rise, Jbut waited the motion temporarily at the requestof *

Mr. J. A. KING, who, in order, hckaid, that f
there might be no mistake about his own sentiments,or the sentiments of the State which he had ?
the honor in part to represent, desired to read the 1

joint resolutions of the Legislature of New York, B

tin the subject of slavery, to which he had referred.i.No olyection being made.nMr. KING read the following: t]Retolvrdy (if the Assembly concur,) That the
le^ermination indicated by the governor's mesuigesand the resolutions of the legislatures of va- s
ious of the slaveholding Stntes, and by the rep- tl
esentatives of such States in Congress, to extend a
lomestic slavery over the territory acquired by c
lie late treaty of peace with the Republic of n

Vfexico, we feel bound to oppose by all constitu- si

ional means; and recognizing the constitutional v

wwer of Congress to prohibit, by positive enact- r

ncnt, the extension of slavery into free territory, n
>ur Senators in Congress are hereby instructed,
ind our Representativaa requested, to use their
>est efforts to insert auch a positive prohibition a;

nto any law they may pass for the government of p
he territories in question. £Rnolvtd, (if the Assembly concur,) That our ft

Senators in Congress be instructed, and our Representativesrequested, to resist firtuly, and to theutmost of their ability, and by such positive legislationas may be necessary, the extension of humanslavery, or the jurisdiction of Texas overany part of New Mexico.
Reaolved, (if the Assembly concur,) That wehave learned with great satisfaction that the peopleof California have adopted a Constitutionwhich is entirely in accordance with the spirit offree institutions of our country, and our Senatorsin Congress are hereby instructed, and our Representativesrequested, to aid in the passage ofsuch laws as may be necessary to admit llialState into the Union.
Retotted, (if the As.<*ml>ly concur,) That thepeople of this Slate are desirous of preserving inviolatethe Federal Union, and that they willstrenuously oppose all attempts, from whatever

source they may emanate, or under whatever pretencethey may be made, to effect its dissolution.To that extent^said Mr. R.) my responsibilitygoes, and no further.
The question recurring on the motion of MrThomas, was taken, and agreed to.
So the Committee rose and reoorted

california debates.
Mr. GILMORE moved « reconsideration of the

vote by which the resolution relating to the purchaseof certain copies of the debates of the CaliforniaConvention, to ft>rm a Suite constitution,had yesterday been referred to the Committee on
Printing.
The motion was entered,
And the House adjourned.

Thirty-Six Thirty.
the great principle of tue nashville convention.
The annexed table will be interesting to those

who have not looked at fhe great nutional question'throughthe medium of plain facts. At the
North, we have more than a million of square
miles more of territory, above the line of 36 30,
than the South. That fact is worth remembering,
when we are invited to adopt abolitionist and
cabinet theories :

»

Total surface of old territory, east of the
Rocky Mountains, in square miles - - 994,435

Total in acres - 636,438,400
Total of new territory west of the Rocky

mountains, in square miles ... 867,741
Total in acres - - - 555,296,2*0
Tixas in square miles - 325,520
In acres 208,332,800
Grand total of territories and Texas, in

square miles , 2,187,490
Grand total in acres. ... 1,399,907,444
Total north of 36deg.30n»in. in square

miles - 1,692,784
In acres 1,051.381,760

Total south of 36 deg. 30 min. in square.
miles - - * - - 545,712

In acres
* 348,615,680

Length op the U. S. Sea Coast.
m;i»« t onn

Alinnuc V/uaai. - ,..VI,

Gulf .CoiSt. 1,WJ0
Pacific Coast. . . - ... 1^20

Total. '5,120
Total length of u shore line" . . 38,00,1
As must have been seen, the Nashville Conventionhas very conclusively shown that the

great principle for which the Southern States
mean to contend, is the running out to the Pacific
the line of 36 30. Already, the promulgation of
this demand, as the one upon which the South
will concentrate its whole strength, has been effectualin proving the earnestness of the South
upon the great points at issue. No political juggle
has concerted the principle. It emanates from
the souls of Southern freemen, and its operation
upon the political character of the nation must be
sensibly felt. We perceive that, thus early, it^
has had its effect upon Congress, now attaching
vast imjmrtance to the movement going on in the
Southern Stutes, and which will be encouraged by
liberal and enlightened minds in the Northern
States. There is something eminently practical
in 36 30. It is easily understood. No theory
palsies it. The commercial men, of which class
the mass of the population are fbrmed, understand
figures, and they prefer to use them on a national.
question, rather than to have the country distracted,at some fixture day, by the involved, and possiblyimpracticable, schemes funded in mere

theory.
Besides, all the sensible men of the North coincidewith all the South, in the belief that the

Southern States are entitled to dome advantage, in
behalf of their institutions, from the soil derived,
by hard fighting from Mexico, and which was

acquired by the loss of many of the most valuablelives and the blood of the South. It is so

palpable a fact, that no man imbued with a spirit
of justice, can deny that the South are constitu.
tionally, as well as geographically, enuiiea 10

maintain their institutions by the exercise of the
popular will. Let that will concentrate upon a

great principle.such as this Missouri line extended.andthe results now beginning to be foreshadowedand felt at Washington, and in other
parts of the country, will have a masterly and
decisive termination. The intelligent politician
will perceive that this principle once Hilly settleddown upon by the South, will gather strength
from its popularity in every quarter, not less
from its own merits than from the great revolutionthat must take pjace among the political
parties of the country.
The inactive party of the United States Ibrma

the majority of the people. It was this party
that placed General Taylor, in the Presidentialchair ; and let it once find a nucleus, Ruch as

the great principle of the Nashville Convention
establishes, and there will be an end to old partv
distinctions. The people will rally ftir justice;
uid will decide the slavery question, as their votes
would decide it to-day, by giving the South that
lair answer to its reasonable dentands, to which
it is entitled by equity and constitutional law.

It is very evident that, from the mixture of personalambition with the intrigues of the cabinet,
Congress will be unable to accomplish anything
luring the present session. It will separate. The
Nashville Convention will form a new and very
powerful party.now only a sensible minority accordingto political reckoning.and the great event
will be justice to the South, and the harmony of
lie confederacy..N. Y. Herald.

Cellar Population in Cities..The Chief of
Police, in the city of New York, hns lately made
i report, which exhibits, in a forcible manner,
lie condition of the poorer population there. It'
ippears that there ore, in that city, 3,74)2 cellars,
iccupied as dwellings by persons who have no

potter residence; thut there ure, in these cellars,
11,141 rooms; and. that the number of persons inlabitingthese rooms is 15,456. Of these under
(round domicils, 1,016 are reported as wanting
deanliness; and 2,726 are marked down as clean.
The population of New York, at the last census,
A'as 371,223, so that one person out ofevery twer.y,in that metropolis, eats, drinks and sleeps unlerground. When we consider this startling
act, we no longer wonder at the vice of our great
ities. Dirt and depravity generally go together,
rhe man who lives in a fottl and crowded cellar
s far more apt, as experience shows, to commit a

rime than he who enjoys the blessings of comortableapartments and fresh air. It is in these
sellers, moreover, that disease takes its rise, and,
mpregnat'iig the air around, penetrates to the
handlers of the more respectable portions of the
community, creating the epidemics which occalionallyravage cities. Amon^ the social evils
equiring reiorm, vnis ioui cenar population is

>ne of the niorl prominent..Philadelphia BvUc
in.

The Crop*..The Milledgeville Federal Union
>f the 11th instant says: "From every quarter
ve hear that the cotton crop is hack ward and inferior.A late visit to several counties in SouthwesternGeorgia, affirms the correctness of these
eports. Every planter that we heard sneak of
he subject, admitted that his cotton was less advancedthan at the same time last year. The
orn generally is middling fair. In most of the
ower and middle counties of this State, the wheat
ron is destroyed or seriously injured by the rust;
n the upper counties it is said, it will .yield an

vernge harvest." "

Rain in the wjcst^P-On th» 5th inst. a refreshlgrain fell at Chicagd and other places in Illiois.It relieved temporarily the anxiety about
he wheat crop.

last words of Mirabeau were " to
leep." He twice or thrice wrote to request that
tiey would give him opium ; he fell Imrk again
njmrently lifeless, when some artillery being dishnrgedin the neighborhood, the dying Mirabeau
aised himself up on one arm, opened his eyes,
miled and said with a clear and almost exalting
oirc, " The ftmeral rites of Achilles have alendycommenced. I have an age of courage but
ot an instinct of life," and expired.

A private letter from Judge Ellis, tl# Preidemof tne Ohio and Mississippi Railroad Comany,who is now in Cincinnati, states that this
nau will be commenced this season under veryivorable auspices,


